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EDITORIAL 


1995 has been a year of important developments in the 
Catholic counter-evolution movement, with the launching of 
Catholic Origins Societies in the U.S.A. and Ireland. 

CESHE has followed the highly-acclaimed videofilm 
"Evolution- fact or belief?" with the separate new 
production "Drama in the Rocks", which uses further field 
and experimental data, demonstrated on the film, to contest 
the very basis of the theory of the evolutionary fossil 
sequences. We are indebted particularly to Peter Wilders 
for his key role in these unique productions, and strongly 
recommend members to purchase them and promote their 
viewing. 

In August, we were honoured to welcome Professor 
Giertych to speak on "Doubts about Evolution". The talk was 
very well received, and was recorded by CV Productions. We 
thank John Edwards for his invaluable support in continuing 
to produce and promote many excellent and very useful tapes 
on this subject. 

In Australia, Gerry Keane is working very hard on a new 
updated edition of his book "Creation Rediscovered", which 
came out in 1991. He is incorporating much experience and 
advice which he gained since writing the first edition, 
including reading, correspondence, and his 'World Tour' last 
year (well, some of the World anyway!). At that time, he 
did not even know of the existence of DAYLIGHT, and the 
'Catechism of the Catholic Church' had not been published. 
I foresee this book could well become the Catholic textbook 
on the subject, somewhat akin to "Scientific Creationism", 
by Dr.Henry Morris. 

I much appreciate, and am most encouraged by, the many 
letters of support that are received here, and apologise for 
not having the time to write to all those who do not make 
specific requests for replies or materials. Please also 
forgive occasional delays owing to pressure of work or 
reordering of supplies, as I do not have space for much 
stock. 

Some members do a great deal to try to 'spread the 
word', including passing on literature, writing to the 
Press, often as a response to an item, and by word of mouth. 
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I feel sure there must be many Catholics 'out there' who 
would be pleased to know of DAYLIGHT, and be reassured that 
Science has not disproved their Catholic Faith. Please try 
to gain at least one new member for us in 1996. Could you 
pass on sane flyers? Might you put a few copies of DAYLIGHT 
in your church porch? Let me know if you need any for this 
purpose (no charge to you, of course!). Would your parish 
priest be interested? Catholic doctors? Teachers? What 
about giving a 'gift subscription' for a year? Even if you 
cannot pay, please send me the details of your favoured 
soul, and we will do the rest! Such methods seem much more 
cost-effective than press advertising. 

Remember, also, that if you can organise a group to 
listen, we can often arrange for a speaker. Or you could 
show a video to friends, and offer to loan books to follow 
up the subject. I know several members who have already 
been doing this kind of thing. Could you consider it, 
please ? 

My sincere thanks to the many of you who have returned 
the pink Renewal Forms with their subscriptions. Please 
note that, if we have not heard from you since before 
January 1994, we will assume you wish to discontinue, and 
this will be your final issue. This particularly applies to 
overseas subscribers, owing to the higher wastage of postage. 

With my best wishes and prayers for a happy Christmas 
and a creative New Year! 

Anthony Nevard (Editor and Secretary) 
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No to evolution! 


By Maciej Giertych, M.A., Ph.D., DSc. 


As a forester, 1 study populations of trees and breed more productive ones. 
I have done much reviewing of forest genetic literature and writing of mono¬ 
graphic volumes on various forest tree species for the Institute of Dendrology 
of the Polish Academy of Sciences, where I work. I often contribute chapters 
on genetics. I know of no biological data relevant to tree genetics that would 
require evolutionary explanations. I could easily pursue my career without 
ever mentioning evolution. 

Evidence lacking in all sciences 

However, being also an academic teacher in population genetics I found it 
necessary to play down the evolutionary explanations given in textbooks for 
the simple reason that I find no evidence to support them. In fact, it was my 
teaching of population genetics coupled with the discovery that my children 
are being taught evolution in secondary school on the claim that population 
genetics provides evidence for it that made me enter the debate publicly. 1 
had been taught that paleontology gives the bulk of the evidence for evolu¬ 
tion. To my surprise, I found that evidence is lacking not only in genetics 
but also in paleontology, as well as in sedimentology, in dating techniques 
and in fact in all sciences. However, here I shall restrict myself to a review 
of the arguments for evolution drawn from my field, genetics. 

Microevolution, adaptation 

Perhaps the most evident misinformation in textbooks is the suggestion that 
miernevolullon is a small scale example of mneioevolutlon. The example used 
to support tills Is usually the story about the. gray or black moths (Jl/sforict 
betularia) living on the bark of trees, the population adapting in colour to the 
colour of the bark, darker in industrial, polluted environments, and lighter in 
cleaner ones. The misinformation lies in concealing the fact that select, adapted, 
populations are genetically poorer (fewer alleles 1 ) than the unselected natu- 


1 Allele: one of a pair of genes that determine the same characteristic but produce a different effect. 
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ral populations from which they arose. We find the same in forest trees. In 
polluted environments, the surviving trees have fewer alleles than in non- 
polluted ones. Microevolution, formation of races, is a fact. Populations adapt 
to specific environments with the more successful alleles increasing in num¬ 
bers and others declining in frequencies or disappearing altogether. Change 
can also occur due to accidental loss of alleles (genetic drift) in small isolated 
populations. Both amount to decline in genetic information. Macroevolution 
requires its increase. 

Breeding 

The same is true of breeding. Breeders eliminate unwanted genes making 
domesticated forms genetically poorer. These are usually helpless in nature 
and perish when left without human help. If not, this is thanks to quick inter- 
lumllng with wild hums that teplenlsh the gene pool, 

Most of the successes in breeding come from guided recombination. The 
breeder pools certain rare genes into one individual or population to achieve 
the desired combination of traits. Nothing new is produced. 

Furthermore, the breeder acts intelligently. He desires a certain combi¬ 
nation of genes and achieves it. He follows a plan. This compares better with 

God’s intelligent creation than with accidental evolutionary progress. 

Occasionally, the breeder may notice an accidental recombinant or mutant 
he likes, so he preserves it. This amounts to protecting a variant that in nature 
would normally be selected out. Again, intelligence is used, plus a selec¬ 
tion mechanism that does not exist in nature. This is hardly comparable to 
what evolution postulates. 

Positive mutations 

A useful mutation (e.g. an orange without seeds) is not the equivalent of a 
positive mutation. I felt uneasy lecturing about positive mutations when I 
could not give an example, there are very many examples of negative and 
neutral mutations, but none I know of which I could present as a documented 
example of a positive one, 

Genetic literature on the subject often confuses mutations with alleles, or 
even mutations with recombinations. The finding of an allele that is useful 
for some purpose is not the equivalent of demonstrating a positive muta¬ 
tion. Similarly, when the find concerns a useful recombinant of alleles exist¬ 
ing in the gene pool. Variants of alleles in a gene pool are a fact of life. How 
they came to be is another matter. Some, usually neutral or not excessively 
deleterious, arise from mutations. Some are introgresants from other species. 
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Still others are within the population since its origin—however that came 
about. 

Much evolutionary publicity is attached to forms that develop resistance 
to man-made chemicals. Usually thay are variants that normally exist in na¬ 
ture but were selected out be the chemical reagent. In one instance, it was 
demonstrated that a single nucleotide substitution in the genome was respon¬ 
sible for resistance to a weed-specific herbicide. The herbicide is “custom- 
made” for attachment and deactivation of a vital protein specific for the weed 
plant. A single change in the genetic code for this protein, in the sector used 
for defining the herbicide attachment, deprives the herbicide of attachability 
and therefore of its herbicidal properties. Such a change has no selective 
value except in the context of the man-made herbicide. Even if originating 
from mutation (it could bo a rare neutral allele always present in the popu 
lutlou but sptluglng Into prominence because ol the use o! the herbicide) this 
would be no more than a neutral mutation; not depriving the protein of 
its function but neither creating a new function for it. At best it is a chemical 
adaptation to a noxious intruder. The immune system of every organism op¬ 
erates in this fashion all the time. So where is the evolution? 

Universality of the genetic system 

Similarities are often used as arguments for evolution. But lack of similarities 
is never accepted as an argument against it. The similarity of the shape of my 
hand and that of a frog is an argument for common ancestry. The difference 
between mine and that of a horse or a bat is not. And yet the latter are sup¬ 
posed to be closer relatives of mine. 

The same logic is used when claiming that the universality of the genetic 
system (DNA-RNA-protein) proves common ancestry. There are many bio¬ 
chemical systems that are not universal. They are specific for some groups of 
organisms and absent in others. These are never accepted as arguments against 
evolution. 

The polemic over evolution concerns the source of differences, not simi¬ 
larities. 

Molecular genetics 

Many hoped that molecular genetics would confirm evolution. It did not. It 
confirmes taxonomic’ distances between organisms, but not the postulated 


1 Taxon: Category in classification, e g. species, phylum. 
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phylogenetic 1 sequences. It confirmed Linnaeus 2 , not Darwin. 

Molecular genetics presented new problems. Genomes have multiple cop¬ 
ies of genes or of noncoding sequences, very homogenous within a species 
but heterogenous between species. Such “repeats” could not have been formed 
by random mutations acting on a common genome of a postulated ancestor. 
Some unexplained “molecular drive" is postulated to account for these cop¬ 
ies. It is simpler to assume there was no common ancestral genome. 

The story about the “mitochondrial Eve” is another example of how mo¬ 
lecular genetics is misused to support evolution. Assuming, God knows why, 
that all differences between apes and men in mitochondrial DNA have taken 
5-6 million years to accumulate, the annual mutation rate is calculated and 
applied to all differences observed between women of various races. This led 
to the conclusion that a common maternal genome for all women existed 
200,000 years ago. Neither creationists nor evolutionists are satisfied with 
this dating. But why take the initial assumption? Why claim that a common 
ancestor to apes and men ever existed? Also mutation rates are not 
constant. They depend on the intensity of radiations and other mutagenic 
factors. Eve could be much younger or older depending on the assumptions 
taken. 

Polygenism 

Population genetics is also used to support polygenism (many Adams). It is 
said that the number of alleles per locus common to populations of apes and 
men is too large to fit into two individuals. From this a conclusion is drawn 
that a whole population of apes achieved hominization, rather than a single 
pair. However, the similarities in alleles could be a consequence of similar 
mutations occurring in similar genomes of both populations, of men and of 
apes, subjected to similar mutagenic agents. Common ancestry is again an 
assumption, not a conclusion. 

What do we see in the short time interval available to our cognition? An 
increase in the number of useful alleles or a decrease? An increase in the 
number of species or a decrease? An increase of information In nature or 
loss ol ii? Is mimic moving from chaos to ever Increasing organization, or 
from an organised state towards ever increasing chaos? Evolution is not 
a conclusion drawn from observations. It is an ideology to which observa¬ 
tions are applied when convenient and ignored when not. 


1 Phytogeny: The supposed evolutionary history or family tree of a species or other group. 
3 Linnaeus classified plants & animals in 18th century. 
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Having entered the battle against evolution I found myself confronted not 
so much by scientists as by philosophers. In an atmosphere of rejecting all 
communist propaganda my views received considerable publicity and popu¬ 
lar interest in Poland. Strangely enough, marxist and Catholic philosophers 
joined forces to combat my activity. In fact, Catholic clergymen, even some 
bishops, are most prominent in defending evolution. I found it necessary to 
study the theological and philosophical objections to the writings of such 
people ns Pr. Pierre Teilhard de Chardin, S.J. 

The confrontation with the philosophers Is the difficult pail. My fotestry 
training did not prepare me for this. Now I battle both in scientific circles and 
within the Church. But my activity is bringing results. 

The teachers of evolution are beginning to speak in less con¬ 
vincing words. The offensive in support of evolution is so inten¬ 
sive and so well financed that it appears evolutionists are very 
worried. 

They should be. 


A whole age of scientific endeavour was wasted searching for a 
phantom. It is time we stopped and looked at the facts. Natural 
sciences failed to supply any evidence for evolution. Christian philosophy 
tried to accommodate this unproven postulate of materialist philosophies. 
Much time and intellectual effort went in vain leading only to negative moral 
consequences. It is time those working in the humanities were told the 
truth. 

- Professor Maciej Giertych, in the foreword to Creation Rediscovered 
by G. J. Keane. 


Published October, 1994 by Newman Graduate Education, 


Additional copies of this pamphlet may be obtained for $1.00 posted, from 
N.G.E,, 7 Kambora Avenue, Frenchs Forest, N.S.W. 2086, 
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Professor Maciej Giertych holds a Master of Arts degree from Oxford University, 
a Doctor of Philosophy from Toronto University and a Doctor of Science from Poznam 
University. 

He is head of the Genetics Department of the Polish Academy of Sciences at the Institute 
of Dendrology in Kornik, Poland. 

He is on the editorial board of two international periodicals: Silvae Genetics published in 
Germany, and Annales ses sciences forestidres published in France. 

He is a member of the Polish Academy of Sciences Committee on Forest Sciences, and on 
the Forestry Council in the Ministry of Environment Protection, Natural Resources and 
Forestry. 

He is the author of about 150 scientific papers in Polish and international periodicals. 

Some other scientists who reject evolution 

Guy Berthault, Graduate of the Ecole Polytechnique in France, member of 
the French Geological Society, Director of Sedimentary Experiments, State 
University of Colorado, U.S.A. 

Edward Boudreaux , Ph. D. Thlane University, New Orleans. Professor at 
University of New Orleans, researcher in Quantum Chemistry, Electronic Struc¬ 
ture and Chemical Bonding. 

Roberto Fondi, Ph. D., Professor of paleontology at University of Siena. 

Giuseppe Sermonti, Ph. D., microbiologist and geneticist. Director of the 
Institute of Histology and Embryology. 


Pamphlets from NEWMAN GRADUATE EDUCATION 

DAYLIGHT has now published five of these articles by 
Catholics, which make very useful introductions to key 
issues in the Creation/Evolution debate. 

Each is listed with the Title, Author, and issue of DAYLIGHT 
in which it appeared. They will soon be available as 
separate reprints at 50p per copy, posted. 

Did Man Evolve? by Dr Patrick Gill [No.8] 

Creation or Evolution? A Call to Intellectual Conversion 
by Rev.Fr David R.Becker [No.9] 

Evolution vs God by Patrick Newman [No.10] 

Evolutionist Deception by Patrick Newman [No.14] 

No to Evolution! by Maciej Giertych M.A., Ph.D.,D.Sc. [17] 
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"TELEGRAPHOLOGY" 


Extracts from "The Daily Telegraph" 


29% CREATIONISTS ! 

A Gallup poll of 1011 adults 
in Britain in August, 1995, 
included the following: 

"Which of these three 
views do you think gives the 
most accurate picture of the 
creation of the universe? 

A big bang produced the raw 
material of today's universe 

39% 

An act of creation by God, 
broadly as described in the 
book of Genesis in the Bible 

29% 

There was no act of creation - 
the universe has always 


existed 

much 

as 

it does 

today 



19% 

None of 

these, 

don' 

't know 




13% 


6 Sept.1995. 
COMMENT: Quite remarkable 
that less than four out of 
ten people believe the 
incessant 'Big Bang' 
propaganda put out by the 
scientific establishment. 
Since both the second and 
third options exclude 
Evolution, this is good news 
that its supporters are 
indeed dwindling. 

DARWIN MAZE 

A large tortoise-shaped maze 
was opened at Edinburgh Zoo 
"designed to tell the story 
of evolution." 26 Sept.1995 


SHAME! SCANDAL! 

Darwin’s home, Down House, 
is crumbling away, and Sir 
David Attenborough needs 
£3.2m to save it. A grant 
of £2.4m is being sought 
from the National Heritage 
Lottery Fund. 8 Sept.1995 

COMMENT: This could give us 
another good reason for NOT 
doing the Lottery ! 

BRIGHTEST GALAXY AN ILLUSION 

A distant galaxy, 
astonishing astronomers when 
discovered in 1991, and 
claimed to have been 
"observed at the very moment 
of its creation, has been 
found to be a trick of the 
light." This was caused by 
a 30 times magnification 
effect of an intervening 
galaxy "that acted as a 
'gravitational lens'. 

19 Sept.1995 

FIRST PLANET POUND ORBITING 
A SUN-LIKE STAR! 

Geneva Observatory reported 
a Jupiter-sized planet some 
100 million miles from a 
star that is 20 light- 
years from Earth. 

"They had not seen the 
planet directly but had 
detected its presence from 
the minute movements of the 
star as the gravitational 
pull of the planet acted 
upon it." 7 Oct.1995 
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NEW HOMINID, OLD RIDDLE 

Reports of a shinbone found 
in Kenya by Dr.M.Leakey, and 
claimed to be about 4m years 
old, only add to the - 
confusion. Dr.Andrews, of 
N.H.M., London, said it is 
becoming more difficult to 
distinguish ape and human 
ancestors. "We have only the 
one characteristic of 
bipedalism to go on...That 
calls into question why you 
couldn't have bipedal apes. 
Some of these early hominids 
ma: y have been just that." 

17 Aug.1995. 

MUTANT FRUIT FLIES LEAD 
GENETICISTS TO NOBEL PRIZE. 

These studies related to the 
role of genes in 
development. 

"It is likely that mutations 
in such important genes are 
responsible for sane of the 
early, spontaneous, 

abortions that occur in 
humans, and for some of the 
40 per cent of congenital 
malformations that develop 
for unknown reasons." 

10 Oct.1995. 
COMMENT: What- no evolution? 

MAKING OF A MIRACLE 

Dr.James Le Fanu comments on 
the above work: "As a 
student 20 years ago, it 
seemed to me that the 

embryo's growth_was an 

event so beyond the realms 
of scientific explanation 
that it could well be termed 

a miracle_explicable only 

in metaphysical terms." 17 Oc 


CREATION - BUT NOT AS WE 
KNOW IT ! 

"Our universe may have been 
created by intelligent 
beings in another 

universe...Its conditions 
were precisely suited to the 
development of life, 
suggesting that it might be 
an artificial creation, said 
Prof.Edward Harrison, 

cosmologist at the 

University of Massachusetts". 

22 Aug.1995 

THE PROBLEM OF THE ROOTS. 

A research project on 
nitrogen fixation in legumes 
such as peas, beans and 
clover has begun in Norwich, 
aiming to engineer crop 
plants with genes for making 
their own fertilizer. 

The legumes, "harness 
bacteria to convert 
atmospheric nitrogen into a 
form the plant can use. 

The bacteria manage this 
feat at soil temperature and 
atmospheric pressure for 
legumes while the industrial 
process...relies on 

temperatures of 300 deg C 
and 300 times atmospheric 
pressure." 23 Oct.1995. 

COMMENT: Another superhuman 
creation by alien beings ??? 

FISH FEEL PAIN, SAYS EXPERT 

Prof.Broom, animal welfare. 

10 Oct.1995. 
COMMENT: If human embryos go 
through a fish stage, should 
abortionists be reported to 
the R.S.P.C.A. ? 
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"WHAT TIME DO YUU MAKE IT V 


"The riddle of the age of the universe has been solved, 

according to a team of American astronomers. They have 

concluded that it is likely to be between 16 and 20 billion 

years old." 'The Daily Telegraph', 31 August 1995. 

"In today's 'Nature', a group of British astronomers report 

new evidence that it may be as young as 10 billion years 

old." 'The Daily Telegraph', 7 September 1995. 

"I predict that by 2000 AD, a galaxy 20 billion light years 

away will have been found. Watch this space!" 

'Daylight', Winter 1994/5. 

"The problem with cosmology is that there are too many 
people fiddling with equations and too few conducting 
experiments. The problem with the awestruck response to 
Hawking's pronouncements is that his contribution to science 
pales into insignificance when compared with that of 
Einstein, Schrodinger, Dirac, Pauli and a host of others. 
And the problem with time travel is that we lack a 
convincing scientific picture of what time is.[...] 

"There is also evidence that cosmology is in crisis. 
Some stars appear to be billions of years older than the 
universe itself...You do not have to be a Nobel prize winner 
to greet the time-travel revelations with a sackful of 
salt." Dr.Roger Highfield, D.T., 2 Oct.1995. 

"Universes can literally spring into existence as a quantum 
fluctuation of Nothing. This is because the positive energy 
found in matter is balanced against the negative energy of 
gravity, so the total energy of a bubble is zero. Thus, it 
takes no net energy to create a new universe. [...] 

"Our universe may be one of the few compatible with 
life...If the charge on the electron, the gravitational 
constant, etc., were changed slightly, then life would have 
been impossible. This is the Anthropic Principle. As 
Freeman Dyson of Princeton said: 'It's as if the universe 
knew we were coming.'" Dr.Michio Kaku, D.T., 11 Oct.1995. 

"And God saw all the things that he had made, and they were 
very good. And the evening and the morning were the sixth 
day." Genesis 1:31. 
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CHRIST 


THE CENTRE OF HISTORY 


Our understanding of Time is not a purely scientific issue, 
but relates to its meaning and purpose. These are 
inescapably linked to the question of Origins. Genesis 
confirms the 'anthropic principle' - the world was created 
for Man. The Scriptures reveal the meaning of Time in God's 
own Word. Billions of years of 'pre-history' are 

superfluous and meaningless (how could there be 'years' 
before the Earth and Sun existed?) - the Evolution Myth 
denies the power of God to 'create from nothing'. 
Logically, it also denies the Second Coming of Christ, and 
the Judgement, and the "new heaven and new earth." 

Advent helps us to see our Lord as the centre of the whole history 
of the world. It began with Adam as he looked forward to our 
| Lord’s coming in mercy, it will conclude with the fulfilment of His 
coming in glory. By means of the liturgy every Christian has a part 
to play in this Divine plan. For if our Lord came to earth in answer 
to the prayer of the righteous men of the Old Dispensation, it is 
I in answer to the petition which rises from generation to generation 

1 from souls made faithful by His grace, that He comes to them ever 

1 more and more fully at each Christmas feast, and finally, it is in 

j reply to the appeal of the last Christians at the end of the world, 

| persecuted by Anti-Christ, that, for their deliverance. He will 

I hasten His coming. “ For the sake of the elect those days shall be 

shortened, " says our Lord. Prayer is such an essential element of 
the plans of Providence that it necessarily plays an important part 
! in the twofold coming of the great Redeemer : Vent Ddmine, noli 
tarddre. Just as in eternity almighty God heard all these petitions 
in some sense at the same time, it can be said that the Church in 
her liturgy is fond of suppressing the notion of time and space and 
in that way makes all generations contemporary with each other. 

So it is that our yearnings after Christ are expressed in exactly the 
same way as those of the Patriarchs and Prophets, since the Breviary 
and the Missal put into our mouths the same words uttered by 
them of old, and all down the ages there goes up to God and his 
| divine Son one single cry of faith, hope and love. Let us share the 
enthusiastic desires and the fervent supplications of Isaias, St John 
! the Baptist, and our Blessed Lady herself, three figures who per¬ 
fectly embody the spirit of the Advent season. With sincerity, love, 

I dare we say with impatience, let us lift our hearts to our Lord 
in His twofold coming : " Come, let us adore the King, who 
cometh. ” 

from St.Andrew Daily Missal, 1952. 

- 16 - 



3fnbex 

DAYLIGHT 

__ No.l - 16 __ 

Number 1 Autumn 1991 

Editorial . 2 

"Evolution's No Solution". 4 

CESHE:UK Balance Sheet 1988-91. 6 

Open the Floodgates . 8 

Revolution from Evolution . 9 

"As They Say..." , by Stephen Wylie. 10 

Publications available . 12 


Number 2 


Winter 1991/2 

Contents 


Editorial. 2 

"Light needed in the darkness" 

Prof. Piaciej Giertych .4 

Fran your letters .8 

The Fifth European Creationist Congress .9 

"As they say...the Solar System"..S.Wylie.... 10 
"Evolution - Fact or Belief ?" P.Wilders.... 12 

CESHE:UK Newsletter Index .14 

Institute for Creation Research .15 

Christus Vincit Productions .16 

Editor; 

Address: 19 Francis Avenue, St.Albans, 

Herts AL3 6BL, ENGLAND. 
















Number 3 


Spring 1992 


Contents 

Editorial.2 

"Bang goes Evolution !" by A.Nevard. 4 

European Creationist Congress - speakers . 7 

"Why I no longer believe in Evolution" 

by E.Thornton . 8 

"As they say... evolutionists quotations on the 
origin of apes and man " selected by S.Wylie. 14 

Book review of "Creation Rediscovered", 

by Anthony Fraser. 16 

Creation Science Organisations and Sources .... 18 
_-—ooOoo- 

Number 4 Sumner 1992 

Contents 

Details of "DAYLIGHT" . 2 

Editorial . 3 

"Spotlight" - on recent news . 4 

"Do Spirits Exist ?", by Fr.Guy Gibbins . 5 

"Spectrum" - extracts frcm your letters . 9 

Scientific disciplines established by Creationists .10 

Inventions and discoveries by Creationists . 11 

"Church Arian, Church Evolutionist" - J.G.Campbell..12 
"Can Science do without Truth ?" - Dominique Tassot, 

(Tr. Ann Hansford).. 15 
"Catholic Teaching on Evolution" - from the 

encyclical "Humani Generis", Pope Pius XII . 20 

( 18 ) 


-ooOoo- 














Number 5 


September 1992 


Contents 

Statement of Position; Aims; Subscriptions ... 2 

"Service to the Truth" - Hilaire Belloc. 3 

Editorial . 

Spectrum . 

"Our Heavenly Patrons" - Editoh . 

"Teachers and Parents Beware 1" - 

Fir.Peter Lessiter . 10 

"Is Darwin 'Gospel' Truth ?" -Theresa Croshaw 13 
"Scientists Evaluate the many theories 

of Evolution " - John V.Collyer . 18 

"Facing The Facts Of Life" - Book review by 

Anthony Nevard. 22 

List of writings of Paula Haigh . 25 

Secretary's Report for 1991/2 . 26 

Balance Sheet for 1991/2 . 27 

Publications available from Daylight . 28 

-oooCooo- 


Number 6 December 1992 

Contents 

Details of Daylight. 2 

Editorial. 3 

"Self-Imposed Crisis" - Charles O'Connor. 4 

"St.Augustine - Special Creationist"- A.Nevard. 6 
"Did St.Augustine Teach Evolution ?"- 

H.W.J.Edwards .. 8 

"Augustine and Gen.1-11"- David C.C.Watson... 10 

Recommended publications . 11 

"Not by carbon alone..."- Gianni Varani. 12 

"Flat-Earthers" - M.W.J.Fbelan. 16 

The "Creation Science Movement" . 18 

News frcm CSM. 19 

Cassettes frcm CV Productions - update . 20 


00 CTv ^ 






















Number 7 


March 1993 


Contents 

Editorial . 3 

50 Theories of Evolution - John V.Collyer . 5 

Recapitulation Theory - John V.Collyer . 8 

Dr.Dawkins denies the Divinity ... 9 

A Tour of the Summa - Paul J.Glenn . 10 

Season of Septuagesima - from the Daily Missal .... 14 

Extracts from G.K. Chester ton . 16 

Darwinism or Divinity ? 

Review of CTS pamphlet - Anthony Nevard. 18 

"Spectrum" - extracts from readers' letters . 24 

Evolution "Science" in schools. 

Book review by Patrick Newman ... 26 

Evolution in a Word . 27 

Available from "IYiy.1 icjht" (supplement) . 28 

.(V x">-.. 


Number 8 July 1993 

Contents 

Editorial - 'Jurassic Lark' . 2 

Evolution and the Catholic Faith - Anthony Nevard 4 
'Ladder of Nature' not Evolution - Paula Haigh ... 11 

Pertinent poems . 13 

From 'A Tour of the Summa' : 'Man' - Paul J.Glenn 14 

Did Man Evolve ? - Dr.Patrick Gill . 17 

The Mystery of Creation - from 'Christ to the World' 22 

Editorial Policy .. 27 

"Spectrum"- extracts from your letters . 28 


( 20 ) 




















Number 9 


Contents 


September 1993 


Statement of position. Aims. Subscriptions. 2 

Editorial . 3 

"Creation or evolution ? A call to 

intellectual conversion." by Fr.David R.Becker. 4 

Credent ial!! o! l ive dint iiujululled ue.luntlnlti, 
interviewed in the video-film : 

"EVOLUTION - FACT OR BELIEF ?" .. 12 

"A periscope on Teilhard de Chardin", by 
the late Rev.Fr.John W.Flanagan, S.T.L. ,D.C.L. 14 

Critical Works on Teilhardism. 20 

"Evolution and the Sanctity of Life", by 

Geoff Chapman. 22 

Secretary's Report for 1992/3. 26 

Balance Sheet for 1992/3 . 27 

"The evil tree bringeth forth evil fruit." .... 28 


Number 10 


March 1994. 


Contents 


Editorial . 1 

Letter to the Editor . 3 

Antipodean anticipation . 4 

Forthcoming talks . 5 

Letter to the Bishops (introduction) . 6 

(text) 8 

"The False God of Theistic Evolution" N.G.E.10 

"Jurassic Park - a movie for our gullible times." 

Redmond O'Hanlon . 16 

"Who knows ?" ( from a Gallup Poll) . 10 

"Darwinism and S|X'ncer" ll.W.J.Edwards (K.I.P.) .. 20 

"Nazism and Communism" Gerard Keane . 2J 

Selected books from CARMEL OF PLYMOl/iH . 28 


( 21 ) 


















Number 11 


May 1994 


Contents 


Editorial . 2 

Letters from the Hierarchy . 4 

"Creationist Breakthrough in Secular Geology" 

Dr. David Rosevear, Creation Science Movement.. 5 

"The laying down of marine sediments - a 
revolutionary new perspective". Guy Berthault .... 6 

"The Flood of Noe in Catholic Tradition and Liturgy" 

from the St.Andrew Missal . 12 

"Selected questions answered [on the Flood]" 

J.W.G. Johnson . 14 

"Adam's Animals : the Genesis Kinds" 

Kay Ollerenshaw M.Sc. 18 

"The Prophet, [Teilhard de Chardin - a plain man's 

guide." John G.Campbell . 22 

"Scientists and Authorities who deny Evolution" . 28 

"Creation Rediscovered" - brief book review . 30 

GERRY KEANE'S LECTURE PROGRAMME . 31 


—oooOooo— 


Number 12 


July 1994 


Contents 

Editorial 2 I 
Overseas Trip Report .....Gerry Keane 4 | 
Keane Confronts Cambridge .... Peter Grace 8 i 
Mount St.Helens and Catastrophism ... | 

Steveri A.Austin, Eh.D. 12 j 
God and < Evolution ... Ft .Guy Gibbins r 16 j 
Letter to "Catholic Family" ...Hie Editor 19 j 
'Open Question' not Papal Teaching ! ...Hie Editor 22 i 
Polygenism ? In no way ! ...Hie Editor 24 j 
Vestigial Organs Reconsidered ...Geoff Chapman 26 j 
"Thank you !" 28 ; 

•kick-kit 


( 22 ) 












Number 13 


Autumn 1994 


Contents page 


IWYl.UUrr All lnli.nliulu.il .> 
Ed.i tori a 1 3 
Involution in the New Catechism ? The Editor '3 
"Catechism of the Catholic Church. 

Relevance to the Origins Debate" G.J.Keane 9 
'COSA' and 'Morning Star' Rev.David Becker 24 
'Spectrum' [from readers letters] 26 
"Telegraphology" [from the news] 28 
"You can trust a scientist..." [i] 30 
DAYLIGHT Financial Statement, 199'/4. 31 
Standing Orders details 31 
Available from DAYLIGHT 32 


-oooOooo- 


Number 14 Winter 1994/5 

Contents 


Editorial and Nows . 2 \ 

Science and the Days ot Creation The Editor 4 
Evolutionist Deception 

Newman Graduate Education ... 16 

The Funeral of a Great Myth [extracts] 

C.S.Lewis ... 26 , 

Artificial Evolution ? Professor Maciej Giertych . 28 


"Telegraphology" [news items] . 31 

"Drama in the Rocks" [new video] . 34 


-oooOooo- 


( 23 ) 






Number 15 


Contents 


Spring 1995 


Editorial and News . 

Jesus Christ and Evolution J.V. Collyer 

Editorial comment . 

Theistic Evolution and Vatican Council I 

Fr,David R.Becker . 

Can Theistic Evolution be Taught ? 

John G .Campbe11 . 

Scientists Opposed to Evolution . 1 

Pontifical Biblical Commission . 1 

The Origins Debate: The Need For The Catholi 

Origins Society G.J.Keane . 1 

Creation, Lawlessness, and World Government 

Ellen Myers . 3 

"Telegraphology" . 3 

What is 'DAYLIGHT' ? 3 

-ooOoo- 


Number I (> Summer I')')') 

Con fen Is 


Seven Sound Reasons for Protesting Against j 

the Theory of Evolution. 2 

New Subscription Rates & Editor's notices. 3 i 

"Spectrum" - extracts from the mailbag. 4 

"Original Sin" . .. Robert Berg in . 5 

"Doubts About Evolution" ... Professor Giertych.. 10 
"Darwinism - Secularism - Communism" 

Bishop Cuthbert M.O'Gara . 12 

"Those Missing Links"... Peter Grace . 14 

"Your very own twin computers"... John V. Collyer 16 

"Telegraphology" - science news items . 18 

"The Galileo Case" .., Gerard Keane . 20 

Evolution in the Catholic Press . 25 

"The Eprors of Modernists" ... Pope St.Pius X ... 27 

The Creation Science Foundation . 28 

— oooOooo — 


(24) 


BACK-NUMBERS AVAILABLE 
Price: 70p per copy, inc. p.&p. 























WOMEN "PRIESTS" 


by a Catholic Priest 


The one essential power constituting the priesthood is the 
power to change the substance of bread and wine into the 
Body and Blood of Christ and thereby to offer the Sacrifice 
of the Mass. The Sacrifice of the Mass is identical with 
Our Lord's Sacrifice of Himself on the Cross. Each time a 
priest offers Mass Our Lord renews through the action of the 
priest the offering that He made of Himself, to the Father, 
on Calvary, the Sacrifice of our Redemption. The Mass, 
essential function of the priesthood, is the constant 
renewal of the Sacrifice of the Cross, differing only in the 
manner of offering. 

On the Cross, making reparation for the sins of the world, 
reconciling God and mankind, meriting for us the grace to 
become adopted children of God, Our Redeemer fathered a 
truly new human progeny, a new kindred, with Him, its 
progenitor. This is why Isaias described the Messias as 
"Father of the world to come." (Is.IX) By the grace He won 
for us Our Lord fathered a new breed, a new family of God. 
He was not mother to them. He did not bring them forth. 
This is the function of His Church, called accordingly the 
'Bride of Christ'. Christ is father, initiating principle, 
impregnating strength, progenitive source, fulfilling this 
role by His Sacrifice on the Cross, and perpetuating His 
paternal function in the persons of His priests in the 
Sacrifice of the Mass. Through His priests, through the 
Mass, Our Lord continues till the end of time His fatherly 
role as grace-winner. Head of the new, everlasting family of 
God, nourished and nurtured by the Church, His Bride. His 
action on the Cross, continuing in the Sacrifice of the 
Mass, is of its nature a paternal function. To become a 
priest is to be not merely united, conjoined, incorporated 
with Christ. More than this, it is to be identified with 
Him, as Redeemer, as Father to the family of God. A 
priest's status is thus, of its nature, paternal. A woman 
of her nature is incapable of paternity. 
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Christ our Redeemer was necessarily of the male sex. In 
God's design, in Nature, the head of a family, whether the 
individual human family or the whole human race, is the 
father, the progenitor. The apex, the fountain head, is the 
father. He has ultimate responsibility. Ihis is why, when 
Adam sinned, the whole human family, including Eve, was 
involved in his fall frcm grace. If Eve alone had sinned, 
her sin would not have been transmitted. Adam alone was 
head. Reparation for sin, our restoration to grace, could 
be effected only by a new head of the human race, a new 
father, a new begetter. "As in Adam all die, so also in 
Christ all shall be made alive." (I Cor.XV 22) Our lord's 
Sacrifice on Calvary drew its universal efficacy from His 
role as paternal head of the human family. To become a 
priest is to engage in this paternal headship with Christ. 
A woman cannot possibly undertake paternity. 

Thus the reason for the exclusion of women from the 
priesthood is not that only men were chosen by Our Lord to 
be Apostles, or that St.Paul ordered that women keep silent 
in church, or the primitive custom of keeping women in 
subjection, or any decision or ruling by the Church. All 
these reasons have been stated or implied. They are totally 
irrelevant, totally absurd. 

The 'Church of England', with an unCatholic notion of 
priesthood, has no priests, but only ministers. There is no 
priesthood in what the Coronation Oath formulates as - 
"the Reformed Protestant religion of this realm." It has 
merely a ministry, and it appears that neither Scripture, 
nor theology, nor tradition, nor custom, nor any other plea 
yet put forward justifies the exclusion of women from 
enrolment in it. 


000O000 


This article appeared in 1992 in the newsletter of a retired 
priest, and is reproduced with permission. The emphasis in 
the third paragraph was added. Can it be doubted that the 
error of Catholics who imagine that women qualify for 
ordination is rooted in a denial of the reality of Adam, Eve 
and Original Sin, and who thus hold unCatholic views on 
Redemption and the nature of the priesthood ? £#. 
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Genesis and ancient literary methods 


by Donal A. Foley. 


This article is based on the first part of P. J. Wiseman’s book. C/ues to Creation 
in Cenes/s, (Marshall, Morgan & Scott, London, 1977). This first section was 
originally published in 1936 under the title, ’’New discoveries in Babylonia about 
Genesis,” and grew out his experiences in Iraq, visiting archaeological sites and 
discussing matters with scholars. 

His approach is interesting because it seems to give a valid alternative to 
the 'documentary hypothesis’ of J. Wellhausen which was originally formulated 
in the nineteenth century, although its origins are much older. This theory is still 
the basis of the modern approach to the Old Testament, and so although 
Wiseman's book deals specifically with the views of an older generation of 
Biblical scholars, it is still relevant since the basic JEPD or Graf-Wellhausen 
theory is still in place in a modified form. This theory has been used to divide up 
the Biblical text, and particularly the Pentateuch, the first five books of the Bible 
traditionally attributed to Moses, into a number of separate documents, initially 
on the basis of the ’divine’ names used, to give ’Jahwist’ (J) documents where 
the word ’Yahweh' was used for God, and ’Elohist’ (E) documents where the 
word ’Elohim’ was used. Later on two other 'strands' of tradition were discerned 
based on ’Priestly’ (P) and ’Deuteronomic’ (D) documents, to give the overall 
JEPD scheme. 

According to this theory the ’J’ document originated only in the 9th 
century B.C., with the 'E' document as an eighth century production, the two 
being combined by an anonymous editor in the mid-seventh century. The book of 
Deuteronomy, ’D\ mainly concerned with laws, is seen as a separate source 
from 621 B.C. added in the mid-sixth century, with the 'P' document, based on 
priestly sources, being the final addition in about 400 B.C. There arc variations 
on these datings but the basic pattern is still held. 1 

Obviously this 'patchwork quilt’ approach to the Pentateuch is totally 
opposed to the traditional view which sees Moses as the author/compiler of the 
first five books of the Bible. The idea that the main part of the creation account 
found in Genesis only originated eight or nine hundred years before Christ as a 
result of Babylonian myths being 'purified', is clearly at variance with the 
traditional Catholic approach to original sin and man's need for redemption. This 
is where Wiseman’s book is so interesting in that it gives a very plausible 
account of how the Pentateuch came from the first hand evidence of those 
actually named and involved. 

Wiseman’s basic idea is that Genesis was originally written down on clay 
tablets probably in the ’cuneiform’ (wedge shaped) script used so widely in the 

1 Metzger and Coogan, (Ed’s), The Oxford Companion to the Bible. (OUP, 

Oxford, 1993), p. 580 
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ancient near East, and that this is shown by a comparison between ancient 
literary methods and texts, and Genesis itself, which show that the biblical text 
has many of the same features as those found on cuneiform tablets embedded 
within it, and that this is thus evidence of its great antiquity. When biblical 
criticism began in earnest in the nineteenth century the critics were essentially 
working in the dark because before proper archaeological excavation they had 
nothing to compare the Bible with, although this didn’t stop them using the 
'scissors and paste' method of the documentary hypothesis. At that stage it was 
thought in critical circles that writing hadn't been invented by the time of Moses 
and that the early biblical records had been handed down orally, with all the 
possibilities of corruption and error this would entail. 

But as Wiseman points out discoveries during the second half of the last 
century clearly showed that writing was well established hundreds of years 
before the time of Moses, and so there is no valid reason for rejecting the idea 
that he could have the writer/compiler of the Pentateuch. In fact archaeology has 
shown that centuries even before the time of Abraham, who lived about 2,000 
B.C., Sumerian civilization had achieved a very high cultural level, including 
writing: they employed columns, arches and also probably the dome, 
architectural forms which were only found in the Western world thousands of 
years later. Abraham came from Ur of the Chaldeans in Mesopotamia and so 
would have been familiar with all this. Wiseman shows that there was a 
generally high level of culture in the ancient near East, and that surprisingly it 
seems to have come to fruition virtually 'overnight', in the case of Egypt in as 
short a period as 150 years. 2 This indicates that ancient civilizations were not the 
result of a long period of slow upward progress but actually developed very 
quickly. 

The earliest form of writing was probably symbolic in form, and this is not 
necessarily crude or unsophisticated since this symbolism was the basis of 
Egyptian hieroglyphics, and is used today in many applications such as road 
signs and advertisements. Over time though cuneiform developed in Babylonia, 
with this wedge shaped 'writing' using a triangular shaped stylus on tablets of 
wet clay; once dried and hardened these tablets arc hard enough to survive for 
millennia, as has happened in the case of the numerous 'libraries' found by 
archaeologists. Those discovered show that such tablets were used for all sorts 
of communications from private letters, to legal deeds, to tax demands, all of 
which points to the widespread use of writing two thousand and more years 
before Christ. 

Cuneiform is not however an alphabetic language, and it was not until 
much later, after the time of Moses (some time between the fifteenth and the 
thirteenth centuries B.C. depending on which books are consulted) 3 that the 


P. J. Wiseman, Clues to Creation in Genesis. (Marshall, Morgan & Scott, 
London, 1977)p.20-22 
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Phoenician alphabetic system began to be developed. This was eventually used 
to produce the alphabetic Hebrew script, probably about 1000 B.C., in which the 
majority of the Old Testament has come down to us. At the time of Moses 
though the main written languages were Babylonian cuneiform, the language of 
international trade and diplomacy, and Egyptian Hieroglyphics. This is 
significant when we remember that according to Acts 7:22 Moses was educated 
at the Egyptian court, being taught 'all the wisdom of the Egyptians’, and so 
would probably have known both languages. 

Obviously such tablets are separate and not like a printed book, and so 
when a message was too big to go on one tablet, a method of linking successive 
tablets was developed. This involved using 'titles’, 'catch-lines’ and ’numbering’ 
of the tablets, such that the title of the whole series was taken from the first line 
of the first tablet, which was repeated at the bottom of each subsequent tablet, 
along with the serial number of that tablet. There was also a tendency to use 
’catch-lines', that is to repeat, for example, the first few lines of tablet three at 
the bottom of tablet two. In these various ways the order of reading the tablets 
could be preserved. Wiseman argues that much of Genesis was probably written 
on such tablets originally, pointing out that the Hebrew verb ’to write’ means to 
'cut in', and that this probably reflects this early method of writing. 

His main argument though is that the phrase These are the generations 
of...’, which is used eleven times in Genesis is such a title: the following table 
indicates the places where it appears in the text. 

2:4 These are the generations of the heavens and the earth. 

5:1 This is the book of the generations of Adam. 

6:9 These are the generations of Noah. 

10:1 These are the generations of the sons of Noah. 

11:10 These are the generations of Shem 
11:27 These are the generations of Ter ah 
25:12 These arc the generations of Ishmael 
25:19 These arc the generations of Isaac 
36:1 These arc the generations of Esau 
36:9 These are the generations of Esau 
37:2 These arc the generations of Jacob 

Most scholars have interpreted these phrases as introductions, since in many 
cases genealogical lists follow, but Wiseman argues that this is not the case and 
that actually these phrases sum up the history of the individual mentioned. For 
example only Adam’s age at death is mentioned after, This is the book of the 
generations of Adam’, and similarly the phrase about Isaac is not followed by 
information about him, but about Esau and Jacob. The Hebrew word used for 


Metzger and Coogan, (Ed’s), The Oxford Companion to the Bible, p. 210 
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'generations' here is actually io/cdoth which is more accurately translated 
’history’, and so these phrases refer to what has gone before. 4 

This sort of pattern is also found in excavated Babylonian ’family history’ 
tablets which have a genealogical list at the beginning. Obviously in a world 
without birth certificates etc., it was important to be able to establish who you 
were and so these records were very valuable and thus prized. The point here is 
that Genesis, which on the traditional view is claimed to be a document 
originating at or before the time of Moses, displays some of the most important 
characteristics of Babylonian cuneiform writing of that particular era. Wiseman 
also emphasizes that in the second instance of this phrase, This is the book of 
the origins of Adam’, the word used for ’book’ is sepber which is translated as 
’written narrative’. This is an implicit claim that the earliest parts of Genesis 
were written down and are not due to the transmission of oral traditions. 

These phrases then indicate who the owner or writer of each particular 
tablet was, and when linked together they would, in the case of Genesis, provide 
a complete genealogical history, up to the time of Jacob, in eleven tablets. This 
view is reinforced by the fact that none of the histories contain events which the 
stated writer could not have been reasonably expected to know about, and 
particularly that each history ceases before the death of the stated writer, as a 
careful reading of Genesis confirms. 5 

The evidence then suggests that Moses compiled Genesis on the basis of 
earlier written documents, whether on clay tablets, as indicated by the presence 
of Babylonian words in the first eleven chapters, or on papyrus, as indicated by 
the Egyptian words found in the last fourteen chapters. Words and phrases 
which are usually regarded as evidence of later editorial activity, such as 
alternative names for old towns, can be explained on the basis of Moses writing 
for the benefit of the Israelites, who as a people, had spent centuries in Egypt, 
and would soon be entering the ’promised’ land, and so would need to know the 
new names of these towns. 

Wiseman’s other indication of the way Genesis reflects ancient 
Babylonian writing methods is the presence in the text of ’colophons’, as a 
method of ensuring that the original tablets were read in the correct order. A 
colophon was the equivalent of what we would call a title-page, but in those 
days it was placed at the end of the written matter, and frequently included such 
things as the name of the scribe who wrote the tablet and the date when it was 
written. He argues that we can still find evidence of these ancient literaiy aids in 
Genesis itself and that they indicate the remarkable purity with which the text 
has been transmitted to us, as the following table indicates: 

1:1 God created the heavens and the earth. 


Wiseman, Clues to Creation in Genesis , pp. 34-36 
ibid, pp 40-42 
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2:4 Lord God made the heavens and the earth. 

2:4 When they were created. 

5:2 When they were created. 

6:10 Shem, Ham and Japeth. 

10:1 Shem, Ham and Japeth. 

10:32 After the Flood. 

11:10 After the Flood. 

11:26 Abraham, Nahor and Haran. 

11:27 Abraham, Nahor and Haran. 

25:12 Abraham's son. 

25:19 Abraham’s son. 

36:1 Who is Edom. 

36:8 Who is Edom. 

36:9 father of the Edomites 
36:43 father of the Edomites 

These repeated phrases occur just at the points where the tablets begin and end, 
and were the way in which they could be linked together. 6 The tablets were 
dated with reference to some contemporary event or circumstance, as in the case 
of the end of Jacob's 'tablet* which refers to him dwelling in the land where his 
father lived, the land of Canaan (37:1), and this method of dating is also found in 
contemporary Babylonian tablets. 

The first tablet, Genesis 1:1 to 2:4, is concerned with the creation of the 
world, and while it is the simplest tablet it is also the most profound. Wiseman 
argues that it a record of what God actually told Adam about creation, and as 
such it is the most ancient written record we have, so ancient that even the sun 
and moon have not been given names, being only described as the 'greater and 
lesser’ lights. It is not written in the style of a vision but rather as a personal 
narrative, and is free from any of the corruption of the Babylonian or Egyptian 
religious systems. The succeeding tablets all have a quality of eye-witness 
testimony particularly in the case of the fourth series from 6:9 to 10:1, which 
describes the Flood. Here the critics have argued that the repeated accounts of 
events are evidence for a multiplicity of documents which have been edited 
together, as in the three accounts of the effects of the Flood and the death of all 
living things recounted in Genesis 7: 18-23. Wiseman though sees here the 
probable eye-witness evidence of the three people who would have been on the 
Ark with Noah, and who are indicated at the end of the tablet, that is the sons of 
Noah, Shem, Ham and Japeth (10:1). 

Wiseman points out that nowhere in the first 36 chapters of Genesis is 
Moses mentioned, and there is no indication in these chapters that their contents 
were revealed to him during his own time, rather the evidence suggests that 

6 ibid, pp 50-52 
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these chapters were compiled by Moses himself using ancient materials. If he 
had received information about the first chapters of Genesis at the time of the 
giving of the Law on Mount Sinai, he would surely have mentioned it, as he was 
consistently careful to mention the way in which he was instructed by the Lord 
to write things down, as happened during the events of the Exodus and the 
journey to the promised land. 

Overall then the internal evidence su gg ests that Noah took the early 
creation records which had been passed down with him into the Ark, adding his 
own genealogical record, before passing these records to his sons who added 
their own accounts. These accounts would then have been passed on to 
Abraham and his descendants who would have added their own 'histories’, thus 
giving us the records which were later edited and compiled by Moses, but in 
such a way that the sacred nature of the text was preserved, a sacred nature 
which was so important that even obvious repetitions, such as the various 
genealogies or the two creation accounts were preserved. 

Wiseman explained the different divine names used in Genesis, whether 
Yahwch' or 'Elohim' on the basis that Moses when compiling the text had to 
differentiate between the name and the titie of God: Yahwch is a name, 
Elohim or 'God' is a title. By Moses' time there were literally thousands of 'gods’ 
in Egypt, and Babylonians worshipped many 'gods' and so Moses when 
compiling his texts would probably have translated instances of the ancient title 
for God, 'El Shaddai’ or God almighty, with Yahwch’. This satisfactorily 
explains the presence of the word Yahwch in the early chapters of Genesis, 
even though we read in Exodus 6:3 that God said to Moses: "I appeared to 
Abraham, to Isaac, and to Jacob as God almighty (El Shaddai), but by my name 
Yahweh I did not make myself known to them." 7 

Wiseman finishes with the New Testament testimony to the truth of the 
Genesis narratives, and particularly that of Jesus himself, who quotes from its 
second chapter and also refers to the Creation and the Fall, to Satan, Abel, 

Noah, the Flood, to Lot and to the destruction of Sodom, as well as to incidents 
in the lives of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob. 8 As Wiseman himself said: "To the 
Christian mind the testimony of Christ must be decisive.” 9 

Overall then this is a very interesting book, which although it has been 
largely ignored by the critical establishment, gives probably the most reasonable 
and logical explanation for the way in which the book of Genesis was written 
and compiled. G. Keane in his Creation Rediscovered , (p. 196), mentions 
C/ues to Creation in Genesis, approvingly. It is a book well worth reading in its 
entirety, as this article has only been able to give the main points of his 
argument. 


ibid, pp 86-94 
ibid. p. 96 
ibid. p. 105 
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EVOLUTION IN CATHOLIC PUBLICATIONS. 


This continues from the article in DAYLIGHT No.16, 
noting and commenting on references to the 
Creation/Evolution debate appearing in Catholic papers and 
periodicals. Please send original or photocopied cuttings, 
with clear indication of their source and date, to the 
Editor for possible inclusion. 

"Hie Keys of Peter", London. May/June 1995. 

(Editor- Ronald King). 

This issue provided some counterbalance to the long article 
in the July/August 1994 number, which argued for theistic 
evolution over creation science, on which I commented in 
our Summer issue. 

The leading article was by our member Peter Grace, 
entitled: 'Creation & Evolution - Two Belief Systems', and 
was a slightly rewritten version of Peter's report on Gerry 
Keane's talk in Cambridge, first published in DAYLIGHT 
No.12, July 1994, and also in 'Christian Order', 
August/September 1995. 

This was followed by a copy of an article by Dr.Nathan 
Aviezer, Professor of Physics, Bar-Ilan University, called: 

'How modern science supports biblical creation'. The 
source was not stated. The writer claims that the 'Big 
Bang' theorists, such as Dirac, Hawking, Guth, Steinhardt, 
Atkins, Silk and Weinberg, are actually describing the 
immediate consequences of- "the creation of the primeval 
fireball - the Big Bang- that signals the creation of the 
universe." This event he equates with the biblical passage- 
"Let there be light." It is argued that the passage "God 
separated the light from darkness" refers to the original 
dark 'plasma' being transformed into atoms, 'decoupling' 
the light energy which could then "shine freely throughout 
space...This decoupled radiation ("light") was detected 15 
billion years later by Penzias and Wilson, earning them the 
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Nobel Prize. 


Cosmologists also now refer to the early unordered state of 
the universe as ' chaos' which became the 'cosmos'. Aviezer 
writes that "The Book of Genesis asserts that the universe 
began in a state of chaos, tohu vavohu (1:2)." He 

continues: "It is a camion fallacy to believe that because 
cosmological changes occur extremely slowly at the present 
time, it [sic] must have always been so. Indeed, this is 
precisely the philosophy behind the now-disproved earlier 
theories of cosmology." 

This, then, is the philosophy of modern science - Anti- 
Uniformitarianism - theories based on observations of 
processes occurring at present are to be rejected as 
fallacies to acconmodate the 'Big Bang' myth, never 
observed, unrepeatable, and conflicting with all current 
data of cosmological changes! While we admit that it is 
not known how God created the world, and exactly in what 
state on 'the first day', we reject the indoctrination of 
the public with this myth presented as scientific fact, and 
the evolutionary scenario based on it, with its denial 
(explicit by atheists like Hawking) of any Supernatural 
input whatsoever. 

The association of 'chaos' with Genesis is misleading. The 
Douai version reads: "And the earth was void and empty...", 
and the King James : "And the earth was without form and 
void...” Dr.Henry Morris notes that 'gap theorists' claim 
that this phrase refers to a cataclysmic judgment by God, 
after which it was 'recreated' in 6 days. This is intended 
to allow evolutionary eras to be fitted in ad lib. In 
fact, the Hebrew words used do not imply the consequences 
of ruination and desertion, but that the created matter was 
at first unformed and uninhabited. It was not complete, 
but it was perfect for that first stage of God's 6-day plan. 
'Chaos' was the Greek personification of primeval formless 
matter, but later became synonymous with 'infinite space', 
'the atmosphere', 'a chasm', and 'utter confusion'. The 
last phrase implies a state of disorder, rather than that 
of 'a blank canvas', arising from imperfection in the 
Cause, rather than the expression of the infinite wisdom 
and power of a transcendent supernatural Creator. 

If these scientists continue to interpret Genesis 1 
literally, they will soon become Creationists ! 
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The same issue of the magazine included an eight-page 
article entitled "The Flood came at 3 o' clock in the 
morning..." - a title likely to provoke a similar response 
from the modern reader to the calculations of the time of 
Creation by Archbishop Ussher. Edith and Alexander 
Tollmann, of Vienna, have fixed 'D(eluge) Day' as 23 
September, 9,545 years ago, and have written a book 
presenting their evidence for this claim. The Tollman 
couple are distinguished geologists at Vienna University. 

According to their study, the Flood was one of many 
consequences of the collision of a comet with the Earth, 
and left its mark in the geological record and the oral 
tradition of mankind. Evidence for the estimated date 
includes radiometric dating of mammoth remains, at about 
9,600 years. The 'Daily Telegraph' reported in February, 
1995, that new research had shown that extinction of 
mammoths occurred "about 4,000 years ago, instead of the 
11,000 years previously believed." The whole dating 
business has become notoriously inexact, as numerous 
examples can illustrate. 

The value of this study must be suspect when we read of the 
asteroid which these scientists believe hit the Earth 
"66,400,000 years ago," causing the extinction of the 
dinosaurs, ammonites and "nearly 50 per cent of all the 
genera of animals". If the writers still believe in 
evolution, their scientific conclusions are based on 
falsehoods. 

Based on their own theories, they proceed to misinterpret 
Genesis according to the discredited 'Gap Theory'. "It is 
not ' The Creation', but rather ' The regeneration of the 
Earth and its life forms after the last impact disaster 
around 9,545 years ago' - i.e. the 're-creation' of the 
Earth." The Days of Creation, under this theory, become 
the stages of re-emergence of the light, sun, moon, stars, 
and various forms of life, "...to be joined by the cowed 
and terrified remnants of the human race." Thus, we are 
assured, "The entire confusion of the biblical Creation 
story resolves itself at once..." Really ? What about the 
confusion of the events of the Creation and Fall in Genesis 
1-3 with the detailed account of Noah and the Flood in 6- 
9 ? And what happened to the history of Chapters 4 and 5 ? 
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The Tollmanns view "the story of the so-called 'Creation' 
of the world in seven days...[as] full of contradictions." 
They predictably cite the separation of the creation of 
light and of the sun, and that "Birds did not develop 
before land animals, since amphibians and reptiles were 
there long beforehand." Apparently, everyone who thought 
this account was about 'Creation' has been wrong. If we 
follow the Tollmanns, "everything falls into place." 

On the contrary, their theory flies in the face of Science, 
Scripture, Tradition and the Magisterium of the Church. 
They accept Evolutionary theories and dating methods based 
on such, deny the veracity of divinely-inspired texts, 
revered by Christians and Jews, and quoted by Christ 
Himself, and clearly reject the Catholic dogma of the 
inerrancy of Holy Scripture. (Such is their expertise in 
Biblical exegesis that they refer to 'seven days' instead 
of six !) 

Although this article gives a superficial impression that 
the data of secular science confirm the Genesis account of 
the Flood, closer inspection shows that it is contradictory 
and creates new problems of interpretation that widely 
overstep the limits laid down by the Church. To equate the 
Creation account with the aftermath of the Deluge is totally 
unorthodox and contrary to traditional teachings. There is 
apparently no genuine attempt here to show how Genesis can 
be shown to be true, but rather to demolish the historical 
sense of Scripture to fit supposed 'scientific facts'. Many 
readers will be aware of the unjustified assumptions that 
are made when attempts are made to 'date' rocks and remains. 
Even the agnostic Richard Milton (in 'The Facts of Life', 
1992) refutes the multi-million year dates as "conjecture". 

It seems that sane Catholic publications, while giving some 
welcome airing to counter-evolutionary arguments, are trying 
to provide 'balanced treatment' for the Creation/Evolution 
debate. Unfortunately, even Catholic evolutionists have 
been unable to avoid challenging orthodox beliefs, such as 
the creation of Eve's body from the side of Adam, the ages 
of the patriarchs or the reality of Noah's Ark and the 
survival of only eight people in it. 

'The Keys of Peter' would do better to publish such articles 
as Gerard Keane's detailed study of the New Catechism, which 
confirms much traditional teaching on Creation, rather than 
anomalous speculations far removed from Catholic teaching. 



Shrewsbury Catholic Voice 


March 1995 


In a long letter by Michael J.Hadfield, commenting on an 
article 'Vatican repeats rules', appears the following 
extract: 

"[the new Catholic Catechism] spends several pages talking 
about Mam! 

'All men are implicated in Adam's sin' (402) 

We are all 'Mam's descendants' (405) 

'Adam and Eve transmitted to their descendants...' (417), 
are just three of the many references. I couldn't believe 
I was reading this in a book written in the 1990's. Isn't 
it about time the Church crawled out of the Dark Ages and 
woke up to the realities of modern life. One of those 
realities is that Mam and Eve are a fiction. 

The Church authorities seem seriously prepared to 
attempt to perpetuate the myth of Mam and Eve. This, of 
course is necessary in order to perpetuate that other 
ridiculous concept. The one about a loving God inflicting 
a sin upon, and thereby condemning, every member of the 
human race because of the actions of two story-book 
characters. If this is the considered judgement of the 
Church then how can anyone take any of its other judgements 
at all seriously?" 

There is more in the same vein, including naturally a 
reference to Galileo! The letter is of sane interest in 
confirming, from a dissident position, our convictions that: 

(a) the Catechism does NOT portray Adam and Eve as myth; 

(b) the doctrine of Original Sin DEPENDS on Mam and Eve; 

(c) if the Church authorities are to be taken seriously in 
moral teachings, they must EDUCATE the people in Creation; 

(d) alienation of many Catholics fran the Church results 
from a perceived incoherence between the traditional 
doctrines and the supposed 'modern scientific facts'. 

The Universe February/March 1995 

Following an item about research on the Ark, Fr.S.Raymond 
writes that he finds it 'tragic' that the story of creation 
and the Ark be taken as 'literally true'. This provoked 
further correspondence, including one from our stalwart 
member Jim Campbell of Birkenhead. Well done ! 
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The Catholic Times 


June/July 1995 


Congratulations to the following members who contributed 
fine letters which were published about this time: Peter 
Buchan of Cambridge, C.McEwan of Galloway, and Donal Foley 
of Cardiff. This is a most valuable way of getting our 
points across. Only very rarely can I find the time to 
engage in such correspondence. 

FAITH Editor: Fr.Timothy Finigan. July 1995. 

This issue included an interesting letter by James Bogle of 
London, commenting on the editorial to which I referred in 
DAYLIGHT No.15. Here are sane extracts. 

"Your treatment of evolution as fact is perhaps not so 
apt...To make evolution an article of FAITH 1 s faith, so to 
speak, would be to raise its status above that which it 
justly deserves [a theory, not a dogmatic fact-Ed.] 

"Having said that it must be admitted that there is a 
very real debate among scientists and others over the 
status of the theory of evolution as explaining the facts 
of development in the natural world. Professor Jerome 
Lejeune told me himself, on a number of occasions when he 
was still alive, that, in the light of modern genetics, he 
did not regard evolution as any longer a sustainable 
theory. As readers will know, he was one of the world's 
leading geneticists. It is therefore hard simply to 
dismiss his views. " 

The writer refers to the probability argument (using 
Keane's fingerprints analogy), contradictory fossil 
evidences, decay in the magnetic field, hominid fakes, and 
other problems of evolution theory. He cites the works of 
Richard Milton ('The Facts of Life') and Philip Johnson 
('Darwin on Trial'), and Pope Pius XII's ruling on the 
existence of Adam and Eve, and against polgenism. 

The September editorial replies that "FAITH has never made 
evolution an article of faith. It merely accepts it as a 
scientific fact...It is absurd to think that the world will 
suddenly turn out to be only 6000 years old after all." It 
claims that all the "objections" to evolution have been 
answered by scientists! "Orthodox Catholics would do 
better to concentrate on areas where there is real danger 
to the faith rather than on evolution_" Ed. 
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Creation-Science Audio-Cassettes 
from CV Productions. 


A Wolf in Sheep’s Clothing 

by Wallace Johnson. 

The uncontrolled application of the theory of 
evolution to every facet of human, scientific and 
social endeavour even including theology is, in 
reality, a replacement for God. See Pope Pius Xll’s 
encyclical ’Humani Generis’ for the Church’s 
position. 2 Cassettes. Catalogue No. 8-49 


A Philosopher Looks at Science, 
Evolution & the Faith 

by Dr. Wm. A. Marra. 

"There is no experiment, no observation, no 
sensory machine, no technology, no mathematics 
which you can call upon to resolve the dispute 
between naturalism and supernaturalism. 
Catalogue No. 8-504 


Our Origins, Creation or Evolution? 

by Fr. A.M. Fides 

’Up to about one hundred years ago, most people 
accepted what the Bible said as literally true. It was 
only with the rise of Rationalism, and with 
advances in specialised scientific research that 
many Christians lost their faith in God’s revelation 
of our origins'. Catalogue No. 8-64 

Evolution - The Hoax That’s 
Destroying Christendom 

by Wallace Johnson 

If Darwin could survey the scene today he would be 
shocked to see the growing tempest of violence that 
has changed the face of Christendom into a brutal 
face. Catalogue No. 8-192 

A Biologist Looks at Genesis 

by Anthony Nevard B.Sc. 

Evolutionists, in recent yeais, have been reluctant to debate 
the subject openly, ever since the scientific approach to 
Creationism has been developed, although, if what they 
claim is true, they should lose nothing by a balanced, 
two-model, approach. Catalogue No. 8-186 

Evolution - A Modern Answer 

by Dr. Patrick Gill. 

Since Darwin’s death, the great discoveries on 
cellular and molecular biology point to great 
variations within a species, with no real evidence to 
support mutations into new species. Thus the 
Genesis account of separate creation and fixity of 
species is in accord with current scientific evidence. 
Catalogue No. 8-356 


Humani Generis. 

Encyclical, by Pope Pius XII, concerning false opinions 
which threaten to sap the foundations of Catholic teaching. 
Read by Fr. Hugh Thwaites SJ. 

This concise encyclical corrects the false notion that a 
position advanced by an encyclical does not ipso facto 
claim consent of all Catholics. Cat. No. 8-384 

Teilhard de Chardin - False Prophet. 

by the Benedictine Fathers of Berlin, New Jersey. Read by 
Monica Flynn. 

"Teilhard deemed it his mission to reconcile the teaching 
of evolution with the teaching of the Catholic Church.. .In 
the mind of many churchmen since the 1960’s, there has 
been a general consensus that what Teilhard has bound 
together, let no pope tear asunder." Catalogue No. 8-587 

Creation Science - The Catholic 
Revival 

by Anthony Nevard B.Sc. 

"In this Decade of Evangelisation, there is an urgent need 
for Catholics to abandon the increasingly unscientific and 
irrelevant myths of ’theistic evolution’, and rediscover the 
traditional theology of creation and biblical interpretation." 
Catalogue No. 8-574 

Doubts about Evolution 

by Professor Maciej Giertych B.A., M.A. (Oxon), Ph.D., 
D.Sc., 

"My children told me that the main arguments for 
Evolution come from Population Genetics. I am a 
professor of Population Genetics, I teach it at university, 
and I never realised that it is providing evidence for 
Evolution; well, I had to look into that! Cat. No. 8-712 


Each tape is priced £4.30, sets of two £8.00. U.K. postage is included. S.Ireland and 
overseas £5.00 and £9.00 respectively. Please remit in sterling currency. 

Available from 

Christus Vincit Productions, • 

Access/Visa/Mastercard accepted, lele p _ 

Full catalogue of Catholic Cassettes available on request. 
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CATHOLIC ORIGINS SOCIETY 


IRISH CATHOLIC ORIGINS 

OF AMERICA (COSA) 


SOCIETY (ICOS) 

Founded May 1994. 


Founded June 1995 

Editor 


Editor 

Fr.David R.Becker 


Redmond O'Hanlon 

Address 


Address 

Activities 



Bimonthly newsletter 


Activities 

"Watchmaker" (Ab booklet) 



Suggested donation $25, 


Newsletter : donation invited. 



Conferences organised. 
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NEWMAN GRADUATE EDUCATION 


CERCLE SCIENTIFIQUE 

Founded 1990 


ET HISTORIQUE (CESHE) 

Editor 


Founded 1971 

Patrick Newman 


Editor 

Address 

1 

1 

Dominique Tassot 



Address 

( Business ) 

1 

| 


7 Kambora Avenue, 

| 

Activities 

Frenchs Forest, N.S.W. 2086 




I 

Publications in French. 

Activities 

! 

Quarterly magazine- "Science 

Newsletter ; pamphlets. 


et Foi" - sub. 100 FF p/a. 



Conferences & lectures. 
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